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Nit MAY 18, 1955 


U. S. FARM CASH RECEIPTS 
January - March 1955 


Cash receipts from farm marketings 
in the first quarter of 1955 totaled 
approximately 6.4 billion dollars, 
down 5 percent from last year. The 
total volume of marketings was about 
the same aS a year ago, but prices 


billion dollars were down nearly 10 
percent because of lower average 
prices, but crop receipts of 2.6 bil- 
lion were practically the same as in 

the first quarter of last year. 
Cash receipts in February totaled 
1.9 billion dollars, down seasonally 
(See Page 2) 
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averaged 5 percent lower. First- 
quarter livestock receipts of 3.8 
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AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE 


1900 


duced farm products for himself and almost 17 other per- 
sons. Improved technology, both on and off the farm, has 
enabled farmers to produce more with fewer workers. Much 
of this increase has occurred since 1940. 


CASH RECEIPTS (Continued) 


from January and 4 percent less than 


cash receipts in February of last 
year. Receipts from livestock and 
products were 1.2 billion dollars, 


down 10 percent from a year earlier, 
and crop receipts were 0.7 billion 
slightly higher than in February of 
last year. 


The preliminary estimate of cash 
receipts in March is 1.9 billion dol- 
lars, about the same as in February 
but 4 percent lower than a year eare 


lier. March receipts from livestock 
and products are estimated at 1.83 
billion dollars, crop receipts at 
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N. C. COTTON AND COTTONSEED PRODUCTION, 1954 


A 1954 cotton crop of 364,000 bales 
of 500 pounds gross weight was indicated 
by ginnings for the season in North 
Carolina. The 1954 crop was 19 percent 
below the 449,000 bales grown in 1953 
and about 2g percent less than the 10- 
year 1943-52 average production of 506,- 
000 bales. 

Cottonseed production from the 
1954 crop totaled 155,000 tons compared 
with 185,000 tons in 1953. It is in- 
dicated that North Carolina farmers 
received an average price of $62.00 
per ton. An average of $11,10 per ton 
more than they received for the 1953 
crop. Total production of cottonseed 
was valued at $9,610,000. The 1954 
combined value of lint and cottonseed 
Of $72,922,000 was about 13 percent 
less than the combined value of $83,- 
622,000 for the previous season. 


Cotton in’cul tivation on) Julye., 
1954 in North Carolina is estimated at 
557,000 acres -- 225,000 acres below 
the acreage in cultivation on July 1, 
1953 and 161,000 below the 1943-52 av- 
erage. This reduction in acreage was 
due to allotments which were put in ef- 
fect in 1954 for the first time since 
1950. Abandonment of acreage in culti- 
vation on July 1 was placed at 12,000 
acres, leaving 545,000 acres harvested. 

The average lint yield per acre of 
319 pounds for North Carolina is 41 
pounds above the 1954 yield of 278 
pounds and 21 pounds below the 1943- 
52 average. 

The main factors adversely af- 
fecting the production of cotton in 
1954 was deficient moisture, other 
climatic, and boll weevil. 


N. C. FINAL COTTON REPORT WITH COMPARISONS 


| mit | toss | tos | 1953 x7} 1954 


1 TEM 

ACRES [N CUCTIVAALON oa cle ooh o¢a oe oeieae ox THOUS, ACRES 7i1 753 782 §57 
AGRESUHARVESTED a eee desdceecceansneceruis THOUS. ACRES 702 745 775 545 
LINT YtELD PER HARVESTED ACRES. .ccccccce POUNDS 370 366 278 319 
PRODUCTION SIGINT) yoo agence oa oe bane THOUS, BALES 2/ 542 569 449 364 
AVERAGE PRICE RECEIVED PER POUND (LINT). CENTS 38.75 35.68 33.0 34.8 
VALUE OF PRODUCTION (LINT).cccccecceccee | THOUS. DOLS. 105,019 | 104,471 | 74,206 (63,312 
PRODUCTION (COTTONSEED) cccccccccccccceee | THQUS, TONS 228 239 185 155 
AVERAGE PRICE RECEIVED PER TONeccoccccce DOLLARS 69.20 71.20 50.90 62.00 
VALUE OF PRODUCTION (COTTONSEED) .eeccee. | THOUS. DOLS. 15,778 tieOls 9,416 | 9,610 
VALUE OF PRODUCTION (LINT AND SEED) cecce THOUS, DOLS. 120,797 118,488 83,622 172,922 
FARM DISPOSITION OF COTTONSEED: 

CASH MALE Dawa sive © 00s ee oe be bo cee eeu eves we THOUS, TONS 203 210 165 135 
USED ON FARMS Bhigeeae ded des tee een lt oT THOUS, TONS 29 20 20 
REDUCTION FROM FULL YSELD PER ACRE FROM: 

DEFICIENT Neo TURE owe's 6 bua eo eine eae clad c PERCENT 14 17 
EXCESSIVE MOISTUREscoccccscccscccccccece | PERCENT 1 0 
OTHER CLPMATI Css sss cca olen eee foe eo RER CENT 5 9 
BOLL WEEVikicd so Weenbonb 60 de eniaté@ae seca PERCENT 15 7 
OTHER INE) Ue bbw dso db 0 U66.6 bbibe 6h eceewn PERCENT i 2. 
TOTAL REBUCTION FROM FULL YIELD. eeeeecee | PERCENT 36 35 


Li Revised. 2/ 500 pound gross weight bales. 


a/ /nceludes some sales between farms, 


N. C: MILK PRODUCTION UP 


Milk production on North Carolina 
farms during 1954 totaled 1,7 billion 
pounds, 9 million pounds above 1953 
production of 1,695,000,000 pounds. 

Cash receipts from marketings of 
all milk and cream were $55,528,000 
about 1,5 percent below 1953. Produc- 
ers received an average of $5.85 per 


$6.09 Per hundred during 1953. 

950 million pounds of combined 
milk and cream were sold by producers 
in 1954 -- an increase of 2,7 percent 
above 1953 Sales. 

Milk production per cow at’ 4,520 
pounds was 60 pounds above the 1953 
average Of 4,460 pounds. 


100 pounds for whole milk compared with 


FARM PRODUCTION, DISPOSITION AND 
IN NORTH CAROLINA 1953-54 


INCOME FROM MILK 


FARM PRODUCTION AND VALUE OF MILK: 
NUMBER OF MILK COWS ON FARMS 3/ecceseeceseess Wie a 8 wine 380,000 377,000 
PRODUCTION OF MILK AND BUTTERFAT; 
MILK PRODUCTION PER MILK COW 4/ecececceeeeceenccecs 4,460 4,520 
MELKFAT PRODUCTION PER MILK COW... ccc eee pe, Sea 192 194 
PERCENTAGE OF FAT IN MILKeweeecvencee A ee es eee 4.3 4.3 
TOTAL MILK PRODUCTION ON FARMS 4G/. weeeiecceeseveres 1,695,000,000 {|1,704,000, 000 
TOTAL MILKFAT PRODUCTION ON FARMS 4/...ceeeeceveces 73,000,000 73,000,000 
BUTTER CHURNED ON FARMS.ccocsecceercnrececcsscecseccs 18,400,000 17,700,000 
VALUE OF MILK USED FOR FARM CONSUMPTION... .cccecescce 
AND FARM BUTTER 5/eseeeeeeeceserececerececeeces 44,822,000 42,237,000 
GROSS FARM INCOME FROM DAIRY PRODUCTS G/...eeeceeeces 101,181,000 97,765,000 
FARM VALUE OF MILK PRODUCED Z/.ceeeeeeeseeeeceececces 103, 226,000 99,684,000 
MILK USED ®& MARKETED BY FARMERS 
AND CASH RETURNS PER UNIT MARKETED 
MILK USED ON FARMS WHERE PRODUCED; 
6h). eTOMC KILVE Sic s buts. coo earth Mes ECR SO Bice 0.0 0 0D ame Nis a's 34,000,000 32,000,000 
CONSUMED AS FLUID MILK OR CREAMc cence ncccveceveccce 385,000,000 384,000,000 
USED FOR FARM CHURNED BUTTER. cece c scene cccesceseces’ 351,000,000 338,000, 000 
TOTAL UTELIZED ONMPARMS» occu cs cole een ams 00'S me cB eae 6 770,000,000 754,000,000 
MILK MARKETED BY FARMERS: 
DELIVERED TO PLANTS & DEALERS AS WHOLE MILK...ceees 730,000,000 820,000,000 
AS “PRRMP SK LMMED SCREAM 5 o.c's.5.s.b.cih.s.0.4 5 0 5619.0 » 0 aie cle Wun 0 10,000,000 10,000, 000 
RETAILED BY FARMERS AS MILK AND CREAM ee Py Pre 125,000, 000 120,000,000 
TOTAL #N COMBINED MILK AND CREAM MARKETINGS..ceeeee 925,000,000 950,000,000 
AVERAGE PER UNIT CASH RETURNS FROM MILK 
AND CREAM MARKETINGS Q9/: 
PER 5100 Ole MILK om vst bees bob ass eles a vceacewad sine s 0.8 6.09 5.85 
PERO. He, BUT TEREA lice cee co tik Oe aonb ae 6a os 6 0.0 Eee ais. a5 a's 1.42 1.36 
MILK AND CREAM MARKETED BY FARMERS: 
MILK SOLD TO PLANTS AND DEALERS 
QUAN TINY SSOLDL Goan es sie o viele saw ok @ Gulele c's sc eae Ee eas 790,000,000 820,000,000 
PRICE PER 100 LBvnccnccsecunenesenincccocecesent veces 5.52 5.27 
RECEIPTS FROM SALES. ceceevevevevervesnseeceseseeses 43,608 ,000 43,214,000 
CREAM SOLD TO PLANTS AND DEALERS: 
QUANTITY MILKFAT SOLDeccccnvcssvnsenvnvnesvesscnsens 420 ,000 420,000 
PRICE PER POUND FATcccccvcccccnvserecnsevsevsecsses 53 52 
RECEIPTS FROM SALESccccccccnncneyecescecsseesegenes 223,000 218,000 
MIL& AND CREAM RETAILED BY FARMERS: 
QUANTITY SOLD, MILK EQUIVALENT. coseennceescccven ces 58 ,000 ,000 56,000,000 
PRICE PER QUART ec ccccees cer nerneeereeenesceserasens 21.6 21.6 
FE CELPTS FROM SALESsvcccssvccencqeensssersseseseses 12, 528 ,000 12,096,000 
CASK RECEIPTS FROM MARKETINGS OF ALL MILK & CREAM.... 56 , 359 ,00O 55, 528,000 


So 
| 


Li Pevised. 2/ Preliminary. .3/ Average number during years, heifers that have not freshened 
exc /uded, Excludes mt tk sucked by calves and milk produced by cows not on farms. 


B/ ilk used for fluid consumption and home-m 
average per unit returns for milk utilized ¢. at/ farms of sale. 


butter on farms where produced, valued at 
&/ Cash receipts from 


-marketings of milk and cream plus value of milk used for farm consumption and farm butter 
churned. .2/ Gross farm income plus value of mitk fed to-cetves.._8/ Approximations based 
on Health Officers’ reports of sources of fluid milk in villages, towns, and small cities, 


ang (nformation on sales by producer-distributors. 


Computed from the cash receipts from 


marxetings of all milk and cream divided by the Mein of milk or butterfat represented tn 


the marketings. 
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COMMERCIAL EARLY 


Production of commercial early 
Irish potatoes in North Carolina for 
1955 is currently estimated at 3, 220,- 
000 bushels -- 5 percent less than the 
3,375,000 bushels produced last year and 
35 percent less than the 1944-53 av- 
erage Of 4,954,000 bushels. 

Current. prospects point to.@ pér 
acre yield of 230 bushels on 14,000 
acres for harvest. Such a yield would 
be 20 bushels below that realized for 
1954, but 36 bushels above average, 

The North Carolina crop has made 
remarkable recovery from the effects 
of the late March freeze and prospects 
on May 1 were generally good. The crop 
is reported to be about a week behind 
schedule with some digging of early 
varieties expected during the first 
week of June. 

Toatel production for the late 
Spring group of States (including North 
Carolina) is estimated at 35,305,000 
bushels, 4 percent above the 1954 crop, 
but 14 percent below average. The ex- 


pected production in California at 28,- 
000,000 bushels accounts for about 80 
Except 


percent of the late Spring crop. 


IRISH POTATOES 


for California, the production in each 
state is below 1954 and below average. 
Except in Alabama, the crop in the late 
Spring producing States has made some 
recovery from the March freezZe. In 
general, harvest will be about 1 week 
to 2 weeks later than usual. 

In Alabama, heavy rains during 
the early part of April@did turther 
damage to the crop and loss of acreage 
is expected to amount to about 50 per- 
cent of the planted acreage. Prospective 
production of 840,000 bushels is only 
294 percent as large as the 1954 pro- 
duction. Prospects in South Carolina 
vary considerably, and early plantings 
have not made as good recovery from the 
freeze as expected. Harvest will probab- 
ly start the week of May 30. Califomia’s 
yield per acre is expected to be equal 
to last year on an expanded acreage. 
The prevailing cool weather has held 
back the maturity of the crop and ship- 
ments, mostly from the Edison Section, 
have beén late, The Edison and Arvin 
districts are waiting for the crop to 
mature. 


INDICATED ACREAGE, YIELD AND PRODUCTION 


OF LATE SPRING POTATOES, 1955, BY STATES 
CROP ACREAGE YIELD PER ACRE PRODUCTION 
AND 10-year Indi- Indi- 
STATE | Average cated cated 
7 1954 1954 | 1955 : 1954 | 1955 
Acres Acres Acres ‘Bushe/se —*e1,000 Bushelse 
mae eae Prelim. er pest a ee 
Late Spring 

R A| 25,850 13, 500 14, 000 194 Za0Lloeeou 4,954 | 3,375] 3,220 
pattrorni aioe 69,700 | 57,000 | 70,000; 400 400 |} 400 27, 770 oo. 800 | 28,000 
Louisiana 11, 680 5,500 4,600 45 100 45 798 550 20 
Mississippi 2,060 600 650 87 110 75 6 49 
aed 22, 100 19,700 | 14,000] 138 180 60 3,023 | 3,546 840 
Georgi 1, 250 600 600 123 115 80 47 48 
Sout anavalita 9, 500 7, 000 6,500] 151 190 150 1,396 | 1,330 975 
Arizona 4, 100 4, 000 4,000-| 370 365 | 350 1,518 | 1,460; 1,400 
Texas | 5,320 4, 200 3,800 70 70 60 368 294 228 
oklahoma 1, 180 500 500; 119 190 180 140 95 90 
Arkansas 3, 480 1, 500 1, 300 86 95 if: 304 142 98 
Tennessee 3, 830 1,600 1,300; 115 150; 115 446 240 150 


Group Total 160,040 | 115,700 | 121,250] 262 | 294] 291 | 41,044 | 33,967] 35,305 


LL Group averages are simple averages of annual data for the Seat 
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APRIL WEATHER 


PTrivenvo tradition,. April Was a 
showery month with a good deal of wind, 
lightning and hail thrown in. Light to 
heavy showers fell on most sections 
from the 5th through the 7th. On the 
llth and 12th hail storms hit the moun- 
tain counties; hailstones up to 1% 
inches in diameter were reported in 
Avery and Madison counties. Moderate 
to heavy thundershowers occurred in 
the mountains on the 13th and spread 
toOmctoee Coast On tne 14thrand. 15th. 
Violent windstorms leveled farm build- 
ings in Robeson and Columbus counties 
on the 14th. 
ing from the west on the 24th set off 
heavy thunderstorms accompanied by 
by high winds and hail, at scattered 
locations. Damage approaching a mil- 
lion dollars was reported in the counties 
of Mecklenburg, Union, Anson, Forsyth 
and Guilford, while high winds blew 
down a number of trees in the Asheville 
area. 

An offshore low pressure system 
gave cool weather for the next several 
days followed by a slow warming trend 
for the rest of the month. 

Temperatures averaged from 2 to 5 
degrees above normal for the month. 
During the first week readings were 
about seasonable becoming 5-7 degrees 
warmer than average during the second 


A weather front approach- 


SUMMARY, 1955 


week and about 10 degrees warmer than 
usual during the third week. The rest 
of the month was cool in the mountains 
and seasonable elsewhere. The first 
day of the month was the coolest in 
many sections with lowest readings in 
the upper 20’s and low 30’sS in numerous 
northern and mountain locations. How- 
ever, the 8th and 9th days had the low- 
est readings over the major portion 
of the state with minimum readings in 
the middle 29’s at higher mountain 
elevations and in the 30’s and low 40’s 
elsewhere. The 7Sth, wigcn and 20th 
were the warmest days of the month with 
highest afternoon temperatures reach- 
ing the middle go’s in the mountains 
and near 99 elsewhere. 

Rainfall averaged from 1-3 inches 
above normal over much of the Mountains 
and Piedmont, near seasonable along the 
lower coast, and from % to 2 inches 
below normal st some central Piedmont 
locations and over most of the Coastal 
Plain. Heaviest rain of the month fell 
on the 13th and 14th days with numerous 
reporting stations measuring 24-hour 
totals of from 1 to 4 inches. The week 
ending April 22nd was the driest of the 
month with rainfall averaging about 2/3 
inch below normal. The last week of 
month had seasonable rainfall except 
over the Coastal Plain where the dry 
spell continued into its second week. 


INCHES OF RAINFALL, APRIL 1955 
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Rainfall data furnished 
By Dept. of Commerce 
Weather Bureau, Kaleigh 


Charles B. Carney 
Meteorologist 
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Compiled by authority of 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
Agricultural Estimates Division 
S. R. Newell, Ofrector 


Published by 
NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Division of Statistics 
L. Y. Ballentine, Commissioner of Agriculture 


Released semi-monthly through the 
Crop Reporting Service at Raleigh 
Henry L, Rasor, Statisticran in Charge 
PRIMARILY FOR DISTRIBUTION TO 
CROP REPORTERS AND AGRICULTURAL WORKERS 
ORIGINAL INFORMATION DIRECT FROM 
FARMERS AND OTHER LOCAL SOURCES 


N. C. MARCH POULT HATCHINGS 
BELOW LAST YEAR 


Heavy breed turkey poults hatched 
in North Carolina during March totaled 
98,000. This is 49 percent less than 
hatchings of 164,000 during March of 
14st year. Heavy breed turkey eggs in 
incubators totaled 271,000 on April 1 
compared with 324,000 on the same date 
last year. 

The number of heavy breed poults 
hatched in the United States during 
March totaled 7,644,000, compared with 
9,369,000 during March last year -- a 
decrease of 18 percent. The number 
hatched during the first 3 months is 
also down 1g percent from the number 
hatched during these same months last 
year. Light breed turkeys hatched 
during March totaled 1,080,000, com- 
pared with 1,786,000 during March last 
year -- a decrease of 40 percent. The 
number of light breed turkeys hatched 
January through March totaled 3, 496, 000, 
compared with 5,279,000 during the same 
months last year -- a decrease of 34 
percent. 
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ACREAGE PRODUCTION 
BELOW LAST YEAR 


A rye crop Of 247,000 bushels is 
forecast for North Carolina. This is 
23,000 bushels or 8,5 percent less than 
the 1954 crop of 270,000 bushels. 

May 1 condition reports indicate 
a yield per acre of 13 bushels. This 
compares with an average yield of 15 
bushels last year. 

The acreage to be harvested for 
grain is estimated at 19,000 acres. 
This is 1,000 acres above last year 
and is the highest harvested acreage 
Since 1948 when 22,000 acres were har- 
vested. 


N. C. RYE 
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Beginning tn kate summer, egg pPro- 
duction will be affected by the sharp 
drop tn laying flock replacement early 
this year. Twentyeetght percent fewer 
chicks were on farms April |/{ than @ year 
earlier. Prospects are good for @ Sub- 
stantial seasonal egg price rise this 


